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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 
12/20/2006 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or descrjbed as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 -4, 6-9, 11 - 14, 16- 19, 21 -24,26-29,31 and 34-35 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sezan et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
6,236,395) in view of Eyer et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,401 ,242). 

Regarding claim 1, Sezan discloses a method and a computer readable 
medium for enabling an electronic device for automated management of a on-site 
storage device (see col 6 lines 23 - 39 and col 7 lines 7 - 40). Sezan discloses 
receiving and radio and video programs and recoding the programs (see col 7 lines 7 - 
38, col 6 lines 23 - 39). Sezan further discloses receiving context data describing the 
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received programs (see description scheme - col 5 lines 33 - 46, col 6 lines 1 - 38 and 
col 9 lines 13 - 48). In addition, Sezan discloses, 11 The system description scheme 22 
preferably manages the individual programs and other data" (see col. 6 lines 23 - 
25). Sezan further discloses "... the system description scheme will be capable of 
storing the information contained within the program description scheme, so that 
information is properly indexed. With proper indexing, the system is capable of 
matching such information with user information, if available, for obtaining and recording 
suitable programs" (see col. 7 lines 18 - 24). Thus Sezan discloses an executable 
system description scheme which is used for storing and managing programs and other 
data i.e. content data and context data. It is noted that the managing and indexing is 
done without requiring user input. Sezan also discloses "The system, in an 
autonomous manner, periodically obtains and records the audiovisual information that 
may be of interest to the user..." (see col. 9 lines 48 - 52) and thus discloses storing 
without requiring user input. 

Although Sezan teaches using different versions of the received description data 
(see Column 16, Lines 41-46), Sezan is silent as to a memory management method, 
which updates the versions of the description data by replacing outdated versions 
stored in memory. 

Eyer discloses transmitting different versions of description data and replacing 
the outdated version when a newer version of the description data is received (see 
Column 21, Lines 8-18). 
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At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art, to modify the description data storage, as taught by Sezan, 
using the version replacement process, as taught by Eyer, for the purpose of providing 
a scheme used for memory allocation and management (see Column 21 , Lines 16-18 of 
Sezan) which prevents memory overflow. 

Regarding claim 2, Sezan inherently discloses the claimed processor and 
computer readable memory as required to perform the function of automated 
management of data stored on the storage medium (see col 6 lines 23 - 39, col 6 line 
63 - col 7 line 40). 

Regarding claims 3, 13 and 23, Sezan discloses "It is preferred to maintain the 
program description scheme separate from the system description scheme because 
the content providers repackage the content and description schemes in different 
styles, times and formats" (see col. 7 lines 40 - 45) and thus discloses a storage 
management service provider located remotely from said media storage device. 

Regarding claim 4, Sezan discloses the claimed managing content data and 
context data of media signal stored on the media storage device according to storage 
management instructions (see col 9 lines 1- 7, col 9 line 40 - col 10 line 37, col 7 lines 7 
- 38). 
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Regarding claims 6 and 8, Sezan discloses deleting of stored programs and 
writing of programs (see col 1 1 lines 50 - 67) per a user description profile scheme and 
the system description scheme. It is noted that the system description scheme is used 
for the recording or writing of new media signal (see col. 7 lines 16-49) thus Sezan 
discloses the claimed "allowing overwriting of a new media signal over a media signal 
recorded onto said media storage device in accordance with said storage management 
instructions". 

Regarding claim 7, Sezan discloses receiving user preferences from said on- 
site user (see col 5 lines 37-45, col 9 lines 40 - 50). 

Regarding claims 9 and 31, Sezan discloses "the system description scheme 
may be transported to the source to provide the source with view or other capabilities 
that the device with image, audio and/or video content customized or otherwise suitable 
for the particular device" (see col. 8 lines 1 - 8) and also discloses "... because the 
content providers repackage the content and description schemes in different styles, 
times and formats 11 and thus discloses the claimed limitations. 

updating the description schemes (see col 6 lines 1 - 6, col 9 lines 9 - 25). 

Claims 11 and 21, are met by the discussions above. 
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Regarding claims 12 and 22, Sezan discloses enabling the storage 
management instructions to execute on the on-site media storage device (see col 6 
lines 23 - 39, col 6 line 63 - col 7 line 40). 

Claims 14, 16, 18, 19, 24, 26, 28 and 29 are met by the discussions above. 

Regarding claims 17 and 27, Sezan discloses a system description scheme 
records programs based on preference data in user description scheme (see col. 9 lines 
41-52, col. 7 lines 7 -15). 

Referring to claims 34-35, Sezan teaches that the context data is received at said 
on-site media storage device (see Figure 2). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 5, 10, 15, 20, 25 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Sezan et al (6,236,395) in view of Eyer et al. (U.S. Patent No. 

6,401 ,242) in further view of Kunkel et al (US 2002/0056093). 



Application/Control Number: 09/696,609 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2623 

Regarding claims 5, 10, 20 and 30, Sezan and Eyer fail to disclose providing 
context-sensitive management and wherein the storage management instructions are 
capable of managing a discrete context-content clip of data. 

In analogous art, Kunkel teaches a system which filters additional descriptive 
information at the set-top box according to demographic information for the benefit of 
providing more targeted additional information. Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to an artisan skilled in the art at the time of the invention to include managing the 
context of description scheme in Sezan and Eyer for the benefit of targeting and thus 
providing descriptive information that a user would find more interesting or useful. 

4. Claims 32 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sezan et al (6,236,395) in view of Eyer et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,401 ,242) in further 
view of Kenner et al (US 5,956,716). 

Regarding claims 32 and 33, as discussed above, Sezan and Eyer disclose 
receiving executable storage management instructions at a media storage device to 
record a program by receiving context data associated with the program, wherein the 
storage management instructions instruct the media storage device to store the 
program and automatically executing the received storage management instructions 
without requiring a user input. Sezan and Eyer fails to disclose receiving an updated 
version of a particular one of a plurality of clips of a program stored at a media storage 
device and using the management instructions to store one of the plurality of clips. 
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Kenner teaches storing video clips at a user device. Kenner further recognizes 
the video clips stored may not be current and thus teaches providing updated clips to a 
user device (see col. 5 lines 1 - 15, col. 28 lines 59 - 65). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Sezan and Eyer to include the claimed 
limitations for the benefit of providing a user with the most up-to-date and recent clips 
and programming. 

Regarding claim 33, the combination of Sezan and Kenner teaches the claimed 
limitation. It is noted that since Kenner teaches receiving a displaying a updated clip, 
necessarily the user can output a program before the updated clip is received or can 
also output the program after the updated clip is received. 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jason P. Salce whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7301 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9am-6pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Miller can be reached on (571) 272-7353. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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